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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/30/07 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 is to a window covering frame assembly being claimed as a subcombination with 
a hinge, a window covering. The limitation of" said window covering coupled to..." 
positively claims the "window covering" as a combination with the " frame assembly". 
The limitation " such that a portion of the window covering frame assembly is concealed" 
is confusing and indefinite. As set forth in the claim, the "window covering", the " 
substrate", are all parts of the interior window covering frame assembly. It is thus 
unclear how a structure itself, conceals part of itself. The claim is thus confusing in scope 
and indefinite. 

The limitation of claim 4 already exists in the amended claim 1. The limitation is thus 
redundant and needs to be modified or deleted. 
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Claim 8 " said decorative window covering coupled to . . .core substrate" has the same 
problem as claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 5 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McLaughlin (5490353). 

McLaughlin( figures 1-2) shows an interior window covering frame assembly comprising 
an elongate core substrate (22) configured to frame at least a portion of an interior window 
opening, the substrate comprising a thickness, said elongate core substrate comprising an 
elongate lateral plate (the part of plate which is attached to wall 45, figure 2) perpendicularly 
coupled to an elongate flange (figure 2, the part of 44 parallel to part 14), the elongate lateral 
plate is configured to be coupled in a parallel fashion to an adjacent wall (45), the elongate 
flange is configured to extend out from the wall and to retain a hinge (28) that is coupled to a 
window covering, a window covering (18, and the shutters 52) coupled to the substrate such that 
a portion of the window covering frame assembly is concealed, the elongate flange is configured 
to retain at least a portion of a the window covering, a decorative covering (42) coupled to the 
substrate (the covering is indirectly attached to one of the substrate through its coupling to jamb 
30 and reinforcing plate 40), the decorative covering comprising wood (col 3 line 44-45), the 
window covering comprising a shutter. 
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McLaughlin does not show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 5/16 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify McLaughlin's core substrate to show the core substrate having a thickness of 
less than 5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to 
have the thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering 
in place to the wall 

3. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McLaughlin 
(5490353) in view of Cotton Jr. (6588159). 

McLaughlin as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for substrate 
comprising at least one material having an elastic modulus greater than 2.3E. 
Cotton Jr. discloses forming a bracket (230) from sheet metal. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the , 
invention to modify McLaughlin's modified structure to show the bracket being formed of sheet 
metal as taught by Cotton Jr. because sheet metal is a well known material for forming mounting 
bracket/supporting bracket as sheet metal provides for needed strength, is readily available, and 
cheap to produce. 

McLaughlin as modified by Cotton Jr. shows the substrate having at least one material 
having an elastic modulus greater than 2.3E (per the property of sheet metal). 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McLaughlin 
(5490353) in view of Cotton Jr. (6588159). 
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McLaughlin as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for substrate being 
formed of material selected from the group consisting of fiberglass, metal, graphite and 
reinforced plastic. 

Cotton- Jr. discloses forming a bracket (230) from sheet metal. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify McLaughlin's modified structure to show the bracket being formed of sheet 
metal as taught by Cotton Jr. because sheet metal is a well known material for forming mounting 
bracket/supporting bracket as sheet metal provides for needed strength, is readily available, and 
cheap to produce. 

McLaughlin as modified by Cotton Jr. shows the substrate being formed of metal. 
5. Claims 1, 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goldhaber 
(4175357). 

Goldhaber ( figures 1-2) shows an interior window covering frame assembly comprising 
an elongate core substrate (16) configured to frame at least a portion of a window opening, the 
substrate comprising a thickness, said substrate having a lateral plate (50) perpendicularly 
coupled to an elongate flange (52), the elongate lateral plate is configured to be coupled in a 
parallel fashion to an adjacent wall, the flange is configured to extend out from the wall and to 
retain a hinge attached to the window covering, the window covering (10) coupled to the 
elongate core substrate such that a portion of the window covering frame assembly is concealed, 
the elongate flange is configured to retain at least a portion of the window covering, a decorative 
covering (figure 2, the part below part 14) coupled to the substrate, the decorative covering 
comprising wood. 
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Goldhaber does not show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 5/16 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Goldhaber 's core substrate to show the core substrate having a thickness of 
less than 5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to 
have the thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering 
in place to the wall. 

6. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goldhaber 
(4175357) in view of Cotton Jr. (6588159). 

Goldhaber as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for substrate comprising 
at least one material having an elastic modulus greater than 2.3E. 

Cotton Jr. discloses forming a bracket (230) from sheet metal. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Goldhaber' s modified structure to show the bracket being formed of sheet 
metal as taught by Cotton Jr. because sheet metal is a well known material for forming mounting 
bracket/supporting bracket as sheet metal provides for needed strength, is readily available, and 
cheap to produce. 

Goldhaber as modified by Cotton Jr. shows the substrate having at least one material 
having an elastic modulus greater than 2.3E (per the property of sheet metal). 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goldhaber in view 
of Cotton Jr. (6588159). 
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Goldhaber as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for substrate being 
formed of material selected from the group consisting of fiberglass, metal, graphite and 
reinforced plastic. 

Cotton Jr. discloses forming a bracket (230) from sheet metal. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Goldhaber' s modified structure to show the bracket being formed of sheet 
metal as taught by Cotton Jr. because sheet metal is a well known material for forming mounting 
bracket/supporting bracket as sheet metal provides for needed strength, is readily available, and 
cheap to produce. 

Goldhaber as modified by Cotton Jr. shows the substrate being formed of metal. 
8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goldhaber 
(4175357) in view of Mclaughlin (5490353). 

Goldhaber as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the window covering 
comprising a shutter. 

Goldhaber further discloses the window covering can be for a variety of window 
openings (col 4 lines 60-67). 

Mclaughlin discloses a shutter on a window covering. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Goldhaber' s modified structure to show a shutter on a window covering as 
taught by Mclaughlin because it allows for the easy control of lighting within the housing 
structure. 
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9. Claims 8, 10-11, 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Goldhaber (4175357) in view of Cotton Jr. 

Goldhaber ( figures 1-2) shows an interior window covering frame assembly comprising 
an elongate core substrate (16), the substrate comprising a thickness with a modulus of elasticity, 
the elongate core substrate having an lateral plate (50) perpendicularly coupled to an elongate 
flange (52), the plate is configured to be coupled in a parallel fashion to an adjacent wall (12), 
the flange is configured to extend out from the wall and to retain a hinge that is coupled to a 
decorative covering, a connecting channel (66) coupled to a length of the lateral plate and the 
flange wherein the connecting channel is configured to be coupled to a perpendicularly oriented 
connecting channel along a second elongate lateral plate (inherently capable of functioning as 
claimed, and the perpendicular channel/second plate are not claimed structures), a window 
covering (10) coupled to the substrate, a decorative window covering (the part in figure 2 right 
below part 14) coupled to at least a portion of said substrate, the decorative covering conceals the 
portion of the core substrate, a cross sectional shape of the substrate corresponds to a Z-shape, 
the decorative covering comprising wood. 

Goldhaber does not show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 5/16 inch, and 
comprising a material having an elastic modulus greater than 2.3E, the substrate being formed of 
metal. 

Cotton Jr. discloses forming a bracket (230) from sheet metal. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify McLaughlin's structure to show the core substrate having a thickness of less 
than 5/16 inch, the bracket being formed of sheet metal as taught by Cotton Jr. because it would 
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have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to have the thickness being 5/16 inch 
as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering in place to the wall, and sheet metal 
is a well known material for forming mounting bracket/supporting bracket as sheet metal 
provides for needed strength, is readily available, and cheap to produce. 

McLaughlin as modified further shows the substrate having an elastic modulus greater 
than 2.3E per the material being sheet metal. 

Per claims 10, 15, McLaughlin as modified shows the substrate being formed of metal. 

10. Claims 12, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Goldhaber 
(4175357) in view of Cotton Jr. as applied to claim 8 or 13 above and further in view of 
Mclaughlin (5490353). 

Goldhaber as modified shows all the claimed limitations except for the window covering 
comprising a shutter. 

Goldhaber further discloses the window covering can be for a variety of window 
openings (col 4 lines 60-67). 

Mclaughlin discloses a shutter on a window covering. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Goldhaber' s modified structure to show a shutter on a window covering as 
taught by Mclaughlin because it allows for the easy control of lighting within the housing 
structure. 

1 1 . Claims 1 -6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Tizzoni 
(4974366). 
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Tizzoni ( figures 2, 4) shows an interior window covering frame assembly(certainly can 
function as an interior window covering) comprising an elongate core substrate configured to 
frame at least a portion of a window opening, the substrate comprising a thickness, said substrate 
having a lateral plate (26) perpendicularly coupled to an elongate flange (22), the elongate lateral 
plate is configured to be coupled in a parallel fashion to an adjacent wall, the flange is configured 
to extend out from the wall and to retain a hinge (H) attached to the window covering, the 
window covering (10) coupled to the elongate core substrate such that a portion of the window 
covering frame assembly is concealed, the elongate flange is configured to retain at least a 
portion of the window covering, a decorative covering coupled to the substrate, the decorative 
covering comprising wood. 

Tizzoni does not show the thickness being less than 5/16 inch.. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tizzoni' s structure to show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 
5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to have the 
thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering in place to 
the wall. 

12. Claims 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tizzoni 
(4974366). 

Tizzoni ( figures 2, 4) shows an interior window covering frame assembly(certainly can 
function as an interior window covering) comprising an elongate core substrate configured to 
frame at least a portion of a window opening, the substrate comprising a thickness, said substrate 
having a lateral plate (26) perpendicularly coupled to an elongate flange (22), the elongate lateral 
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plate is configured to be coupled in a parallel fashion to an adjacent wall, the flange is configured 
to extend out from the wall and to retain a hinge (H) attached to the window covering, the 
window covering (10) coupled to the elongate core substrate such that a portion of the window 
covering frame assembly is concealed, the elongate flange is configured to retain at least a 
portion of the window covering, a decorative covering coupled to the substrate, the decorative 
covering comprising wood, the cross sectional shape of the substrate corresponds to a shape of a 
T. 

Tizzoni does not show the thickness being less than 5/16 inch.. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tizzoni's structure to show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 
5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to have the 
thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering in place to 
the wall. 

13. Claims 13, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tizzoni 
(4974366). 

Tizzoni ( figures 2, 4) shows an interior window covering frame assembly(certainly can 
function as an interior window covering) comprising an elongate core substrate configured to 
frame at least a portion of a window opening, the substrate comprising a thickness, said substrate 
having a lateral plate (26) perpendicularly coupled to an elongate flange (22), the elongate lateral 
plate is configured to be coupled in a parallel fashion to an adjacent wall, the flange is configured 
to extend out from the wall and to retain a hinge (H) attached to the window covering, the 
window covering (10) coupled to the elongate core substrate such that a portion of the window 
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covering frame assembly is concealed, the elongate flange is configured to retain at least a 
portion of the window covering, a decorative covering coupled to the substrate, the decorative 
covering comprising wood, the connecting channel is configured to be coupled to a 
perpendicularly oriented connecting channel along a second elongate lateral plate, a window 
covering substantially conceal at least a portion of the frame substrate. 

Tizzoni does not show the thickness being less than 5/16 inch. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tizzoni' s structure to show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 
5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to have the 
thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering in place to 
the wall. 

14. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tizzoni 
(4974366). 

Tizzoni (figures 2, 4) shows a method for anchoring an interior window covering (D, 
certainly can function as a window covering) adjacent an interior window (the opening at O, 
certainly can be a window opening as claimed) having a window jamb and an adjacent wall, the 
method comprising providing a frame substrate, the substrate, has a thickness and a volume, an 
elastic modulus greater than wood (aluminum having value greater than wood), the substrate 
comprising a lateral plate (26) and a flange (22) perpendicularly coupled to the lateral plate, 
coupling the frame substrate to the window jamb( 10) and an adjacent wall surface, the lateral 
plate is coupled in a parallel fashion to the adjacent wall (W), the flange is positioned to extend 
out from the adjacent wall and has a depth sufficient to accommodate a hinge (H) attached to the 
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interior window covering(D), using a connecting channel (24) to interconnect a first portion of 
the frame substrate with a second portion of the frame substrate, coupling the connecting channel 
to a perpendicularly orientated connecting channel along a second elongate lateral plate, 
attaching the hinge (H) of the window covering to the flange, using the flange to retain the hinge 
that is coupled to the interior window covering. 

Tizzoni does not show the thickness being less than 5/16 inch.. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tizzoni' s structure to show the core substrate having a thickness of less than 
5/16 inch because it would have been an obvious matter of engineering design choice to have the 
thickness being 5/16 inch as long as the thickness is able to hold the window covering in place to 
the wall. 

Tizzoni as modified shows all the claimed limitations. The claimed method steps would 
have been the obvious method steps of anchoring an interior window covering with Tizzoni 's 
modified structure. 

Response to Arguments 

15. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The prior art shows different window covering frame assembly designs. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phi D A whose telephone number is 571-272-6864. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on 571-272-6777. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Phi Dieu Tran 
1/16/08 



